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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claim 12, 13-15, 24- 43 are presented for the examination. Claims 1-11, 16-23 are 
cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 12-14, 24-26, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ablay et al (US Patent 6,002, 941) in view of Glitho et al (US. 5,991,803) and 
further in view of Scales et al (US. Patent 5,950228). 

As to claim 12, Ablay teaches the invention substantially as claimed including: graphical 
blocks (service building blocks, col 2, In 57-67/ col 7, In 29-64/ col 5, In 38-67), service logic 
script (the logic program rules, col 2, In 57-67/ col 7, In 29-64/ col 5, In 38-67), a service 
execution environment (service execution environment, col 2, In 57-67/ col 7, In 29-64/ col 5, In 
38-67/ col 9, In 5-10), assembling graphical language blocks into a service logic script (col 6, In 
55-60), graphical language blocks each represent service control or call control functions( col 9, 
In 50-60),each block has at least one input or output for passing a token between blocks, col 7, In 
33-36/ col 9, In 35-40/ col 12, In 1-10, installing service logic script in a service execution 
environment col 8, In 57-60), manipulate graphically-represented service blocks and installing 
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the logic program rule (col 5, In 38-65), application programming interface between said service 
creation environment and said service execution environment col 4, In 1-5), passing an 
executable token between bocks, said token causing executing of said block( col 12, In 58-67 to 
col 13, In 1-10/ In 50-59). 

Ablay does not teach translating said graphical language blocks into programming 
language objects when said service logic script is installed and executed. However, Glitho 
teaches translating said graphical language blocks into programming language objects when said 
service logic script is installed and executed (service creation information comprising a certain 
limited number of service independent building blocks; col 7, In 10-14/ a service execution agent 
receiving the defined service in the generic service creation information and operating to map the 
limited number primitives operating on the certain limited number of service independent 
building blocks, col 7, In 15-20/ the mapping operation maps the limited primitives and limited 
service independent building blocks of the generic service creation information onto general 
programming language commands, col 7, In 38-43). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Ablay and Glitho because Glitho' s translating said graphical 
language blocks into programming language objects when said service logic script is installed 
and executed would improve the teaching of Ablay' s system by allowing the service providers be 
able to create and deploy these services as quickly and efficiently as possible. 

Ablay and Glitho do not teach blocks having varying sizes of notches and varying 
number of extending bulges for enforcing rules for their connectivity. However, Scales teaches 
blocks having varying sizes of notches and varying number of extending bulges for enforcing 
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rules for their connectivity (The first program 141 1 [block] includes data structures 1421 and 

1431. Data structures 1421 includes 1 block of 128 bytes [notch], e.g., two lines [bulges] per 
block. Data structures 1431 has 8 blocks of 64 bytes, e.g., one line per block. The second 
program [block] includes data structures 1451, 1461, and 1471. Data structures 1451 include 
eight blocks of 32 bytes (one line) each. Data structures 1461 includes three blocks of 128 bytes 
(four lines [bulges]) each. Data structures 1471 includes one block of 256 bytes, e.g., eight 
lines... As described above, the processors communicate data in block sized units of transfer 
[rules for their connectivity]. For example, the first programs 141 1 and 1412 transfer data using 
blocks 1403, and the second programs 1441 and 1442 transfer blocks 1404. As an advantage, the 
blocks 1403 and 1404 can have different sizes, e.g., variable granularities, and different line 
sizes, e.g., 32 and 64 bytes, col 17, In 65-67 to col 18, In 1-15). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Ablay, Glitho with Scales to incorporate the feature of 
blocks having varying sizes of notches and varying number of extending bulges for enforcing 
rules for their connectivity because this allows the unit of data transfer between the symmetric 
multi-processors to vary depending on the size of the accessed data structures. 

As to claim 13, Albay teaches blocks (block 608, col 10, In 59-67), execution (activate, 
col 10, In 59-67), token (message, col 10, In 59-67). 

As to claim 14, Albay teaches plurality of blocks (block 265, block 266, col 15, In 5-15), 
execute simultaneously (signaled virtually at the same time, col 15, In 5-15). 
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As to claim 24, it is an apparatus claim of claim 1 ; therefore, it is rejected for the same 
reason as claim 1 above. In additional, Albay teaches an editor (editable, col 5, In 51-65), a data 
reposity (a data base, col 5, In 51-65), service logic script (logic program rules, col 5, In 51- 
65/graphically represented service building block, col 5, In 38-65), language logic script (service 
building block, col 5, In 38-65), and Glitho teaches translator (mapping function, col 2, In 38- 
40). 

As to claims 25, 26, 29, they are apparatus to claims of claims 13, 14, 15; therefore, they 
are rejected for the same reasons claims 13, 14, 15 above. 

As to claim 28, Albay teaches a restricted calling service (new telephone based service, 
col 1, In 57-64). 

As to claim 30, Glitho teaches a service locator, a service instantiator, and a service logic 
executor (col 3, In 15-30). 

As to claim 33, Albay teaches invoked service logic with required service and subscriber 
data so as to be ready to be executed in the service execution environment (col 16, In 33-37). 

As to claim 34, Albay teaches service logic executable service logic code, reads and 
stores service and subscriber data, provides interprocess communication between various service 
logic scripts that being executed concurrently (col 6, In 40-50). 

3. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ablay et al (US 
Patent 6,002, 941) in view of Glitho et al (US. 5,991,803) in view of Scales et al (US. Patent 
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5,950228), as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hartikainen et al (US Patent 6,003, 
031). 

As to claim 27, Albay, Glitho and Scale do not teach a call follow-me service. However, 
Hartikainen teaches a flow-me service (col 6, In 32-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Ablay, Glitho, Scale with Hartikainen to incorporate the 
feature of a call follow-me service because this makes the multimedia service creation 
methodology available to various users. 

4. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ablay et al (US 

Patent 6,002, 941) in view of Glitho et al (US. 5,991,803) in view of Scales et al (US. Patent 

i 

5,950228), as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Elie Najm et al (From SIB to 
distributed Objects: A Transformation Approach foe Service Creation). 

As to claims 31, Albay teaches a service locator (client / server 409, col 6, In 10-20), a 
service ID/ service subscriber identification (identification of at least one authorized service 
execution environment, col 8, In 43-52), a service logic execution environment (service 
execution environment, col 8, In 43-67), logic (the logic program rules, col 8, In 43-67), service 
logic executor (service execution environment, col 8, In 43-67/ col 9, In 1-10), store (installed, 
col 9, In 1-10), inter process communication (CDI 407 , col 6, In 10-39). Albay, Glitho and 
Scales do not teach service logic, service logic instance, subscriber number, service logic 



Application/Control Number: 09/5 14,149 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2194 

entities, and message. However, Najm teaches service logic, service logic instance, subscriber 
number, service logic entities, message (col 12, In 48-67 to col 13, In 40-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Ablay, Glitho, scale with Najm to incorporate the feature of 
hidden from the service designer because this creates the service as efficiently as possible and 
applies correctness-preserving transformation of service creation. 



5. Claims 1 5, 35 - 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ablay 
et al (US Patent 6,002, 941) in view of Glitho et al (US. 5,991,803) in view of Scales et al (US. 
Patent 5,950228), as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Jellema et al (US 6,351,646 
Bl). 

As to claim 15, Albay, Glitho and Scales do not teach hidden from a user. However, 
Jallema teaches hidden from the service designer (col 15, In 18-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modifying the teaching of Ablay, Glitho, Scales with Jallema to incorporate the 
feature of subscriber because this creates the service as efficiently as possible for distributing the 
information to the destination. 

As to claim 35, Jallema teaches subscriber 10, information (col 2, In 30-40/ col 14, In 

39-48). 
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As to claim 36, Glitho teaches the graphical language blocks are mapped into service 
control (col 7, In 38-43) and Ablay teaches call control functions of the APIs which are exposed 
in the service execution environment (col 4, In 1-5). 

As to claim 37, Albay teaches dependencies are established service control function or 
call control functions of the graphical language blocks a (col 5, In 45-50/ col 9, In 50-60) and 
event notifications sent from the service execution environment (col 8 5 In 65-67). 

As to claim 38, Albay teaches next state (nest state, col 7, In 45-55), its completion (a 
particulate point, col 45-55). 

As to claim 39, Albay teaches application program interfaces (API, col 4, In 1-12), 
network (network, col 4, In 1-12). 

As to claim 40, Albay teaches determine a service (test the new service, col 1, In 40-45), 
data (voice/ data communication, col 45-50). 

As to claim 41, Jallema teaches subscriber, the service data (col 7,ln 25-40). 

As to claim 42, Albay teaches service-provisioning forms (a data base, col 5, In 50-60), 
the entry (information, col 5, In 50-60). 

As to claim 43, Jallema teaches the SCF, the subscriber 10 (col 2, In 39-43). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claim 32 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LeChi Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272 3767. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomson, William can be reached on (571) 272 3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIP. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIP 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 

LeChi Truong 
October 26, 2007 




